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REPLY 



Sir: 1 s 7002 and in view of the following remarks, 

In reply to the Office Action of February 15, 2002, and in vie 

• e«ed Claims 1-10 remain in the application of which claims 1, 2, 3, 6, 9 
reconsideration is requested. Claims i 

and 10 are independent. 

RejectionUn^ 

, a -^TTSC S102 in view of U.S. Patent 6,018,765 
Claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. &1UZ in 

("Durana"). having an interface (either a n 

whether the data includes video data or command data. 
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Durana teaches a system in which Fig. 6 has analog composite video and analog audio 
outputs. The Examiner asserts that these outputs are the claimed data output. A programmable 
logic device (PLD) 222 controls transfer of digital data to multimedia processors that produce the 

video outputs in Fig. 6. 

The Examiner asserts that "the status of data, whether it is a valid video data or not, can 
be determined based on their memory addresses," citing Col. 16, lines 37-66. The portion of the 
reference that has been cited, however, has nothing to do with indicating whether audio and 
video outputs of Fig. 6 are valid. The cited portion of the reference merely states that some 
inputs to the PLD indicate that an address on an address bus is valid. See Col. 16, lines 62-64. 
Such an input to the PLD is not a signal that is part of an interface that includes the video output 
of Fig. 6. 

The Examiner also asserts that "the command data is a memory address at the receiver," 
citing Col. 5, lines 55-67. This data has nothing to do with the video outputs of Fig. 6 referenced 
by the Examiner. 

The claim states that one of the valid data signal and valid command signal is asserted, 
depending on whether the data includes video data or command data. In contrast, the command 
data and the address inputs to the PLD have no such relationship to the video outputs in Fig. 6 in 
Durana. 

The various portions of the Durana reference cited by the Examiner (the video outputs, 
the PLD address inputs and the command data) are in different and unrelated parts of the system 
in Durana. The cited memory addresses, video outputs and command information simply are not 
part of an interface that includes video data, a valid data signal and a valid command signal as 
claimed. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 1, 2, 3, 6, 9 and 10 is traversed. The remaining 
claims are dependent claims that are allowable for the same reasons. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, this application should now be in 
condition for allowance. A notice to this effect is respectfully requested. If the Examiner 
believes, after this reply, that the application is not in condition for allowance, the Examiner is 
requested to call the Applicants' attorney at the telephone number listed below. 
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